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work with the Bilingual Education Project was
unprecedented in the efforts to protect the pre-
cious culture of the Chamorro people through
their language. His genius and contributions to
the Chamorro language as well as all the lan-
guages of Micronesia cannot be overstated.

On behalf of the people of Guam, | would
like to extend our condolences to the family of
the late Dr. Donald Topping. The people of
Guam will always be grateful for his work with
the Chamorro language. It is through the work
of a man like Dr. Topping that a greater un-
derstanding and appreciation of the cultures of
the world can be gained.

———————
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Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today to introduce the Military Retiree
Survivor Comfort Act. This legislation is a sim-
ple provision aimed to provide a small amount
of relief to surviving beneficiaries of military re-
tirees.

As my colleagues may be aware, federal
regulations require the Defense Finance Ac-
counting Service (DFAS) to terminate payment
of the retired pay upon notification of the retir-
ee’s death. Once the surviving spouse or ben-
eficiary notifies the finance center, DFAS then
electronically withdraws the entirety of the last
payment from the deceased retiree’s checking
account. Then several weeks later, the retir-
ee’s beneficiary will receive a check in the
mail containing a pro-rated portion of the mili-
tary pay for the days for which the retiree was
still living.

The current process rightfully and sensibly
seeks to only pay military retirees for when
they are alive, but it can and often does have
an adverse impact on the retiree’s beneficiary.
Many of these surviving spouses or caregivers
are living on fixed incomes. When the retire-
ment pay is deposited, they use those funds
to pay things like rent, medical expenses, or
other living expenses. Automatically with-
drawing those funds can inadvertently cause
rent checks to bounce and place great addi-
tional financial strain on a beneficiary when
they are already faced with great loss and the
prospect of additional costs associated with
the military retiree’s death.

In many respects, a military spouse has pro-
vided equal service and sacrifices as the mili-
tary members themselves. While they may not
face the perils of combat, they often raise fam-
ilies alone, endure long separations, and pro-
vide a mutual safety net for other military fami-
lies. This legislation seeks to recognize that
sacrifice by forgiving the overpayment made to
the surviving beneficiary if that beneficiary has
a joint bank account with the military retiree. In
order to offset some of the minimal cost, the
recipient receiving the overpayment would
forgo the first month of Survivor Benefit Plan
payments. The individual amounts will be
small, but they will provide great comfort to
those who are already losing much.

In closing, | would like to thank the Fleet
Reserve Association for their great assistance
in working with me on this legislation. They
are dedicated advocates for military personnel
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and their families, and this is just one more
example of their efforts. | look forward to work-
ing with the Fleet Reserve Association and
many other colleagues in seeing enactment of
this legislation.

—
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Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise tonight
in strong support of H.R. 2427, a bill that will
help lower the cost of prescription drugs for
our seniors. | applaud the efforts of Rep-
resentatives EMERSON, GUTKNECHT and EMAN-
UEL to get this bill to the floor for a vote.

For many years now, | have supported add-
ing a prescription drug benefit to the Medicare
program. While | have strong concerns about
the bill that passed the House last month on
this subject, | am hopeful a good final product
can be worked out with the Senate that will in-
deed give prescription drug relief for our sen-
iors. This bill tonight is an important part of
that effort. While helping seniors with the costs
of their drugs is critical, we must also take
steps to lower the cost of prescription drugs.

It is no secret that U.S. seniors pay far more
for the same drugs than seniors in Canada,
Europe and other parts of the world. For ex-
ample, the same prescription for Prilosec
costs $112 in the U.S., but only $59.00 in
Canada and $49.25 in Europe. H.R. 2427
would allow the reimportation of U.S.-pro-
duced drugs into the U.S. to take advantage
of these lower prices.

However, the pharmaceutical industry is
desperate to maintain its ability to force sen-
iors to pay the highest possible prices for pre-
scription drugs. Seniors in the U.S. should not
have to supply the profit margin for the pre-
scription drug industry. Too many people have
to make the choice between eating dinner and
buying their medicine. Too many people are
cutting their pills in half to make their prescrip-
tions last longer. We can do something about
that by passing this bill tonight.

Mr. Speaker, the Senate prescription drug
legislation contains a reimportation provision. |
urge my colleagues to support this legislation
so it can be included in the final version of the
Medicare prescription drug bill. By conserv-
ative estimates, we can save our seniors $630
billion over the next decade by passing this
legislation. Our seniors deserve equity with
seniors elsewhere in the world. | urge my col-
leagues to vote in favor of H.R. 2427.

———
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The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 2210) to authorize
the Head Start Act to improve the school
readiness of disadvantaged children, and for
other purposes:

July 25, 2003

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Chairman, Head Start is
one of the semiannual innovations in edu-
cation in the history of America. The bill before
us, the School Readiness Act of 2003, is not
as catastrophic as its critics tonight are sug-
gesting. No program, however successful, is
immune to improvement. On the other hand,
the kind of demonstration block grant ap-
proach included in this legislation could over
time transform Head Start programming in
such a way as to weaken the federal nexus
and allow states discretionary authority that
could, in the name of seeking higher stand-
ards, actually diminish those standards.

Of particular concern to me is that the bill
authorizes the removal of certain civil rights
protections that have historically accompanied
virtually all federal programs. | have voted in
the past to allow religious organizations in
their religious pursuits to be exempt from cer-
tain federal mandates, but organizations using
federal funds for secular missions should not
be allowed to operate outside the scope of the
laws that apply to everyone else.

The irony of removing civil rights standards
from Head Start programs is that Head Start
is an opportunity initiative disproportionately
aimed at disadvantaged kids. The message of
removal of civil rights protections from Head
Start programs is that kids would be asked to
work hard but not expect to work here.

Under Title 1 of the School Readiness Act,
there are certain quality improvements called
for that were consensus in the committee and
are acknowledged as steps forward by both
sides in the debate this evening. The principal
controversy relates to the block grant ap-
proach in Title 2 and on this subject, | support
the amendment of Representative George Mil-
ler of California which embraces the Title 1
provisions of the bill but remolds Title 2 to
more closely parallel the way Head Start serv-
ices are currently provided.

My sense is that this evening’s Floor debate
has been rife with rhetorical excesses on both
sides, but while | am convinced of the good
will of the bill's architect, Mike Castle of Dela-
ware, | share the reservations of experts in the
field about the approach the majority pro-
poses. While all federal programs deserve to
be reviewed with an eye to improvement, the
case for structural change of the kind envi-
sioned in this legislation is uncompelling.

Head Start is an American success story. It
deserves the respect of this body.

——

TRIBUTE TO CHESTERFIELD
SMITH

HON. KATHERINE HARRIS

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 25, 2003

Ms. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, this nation lost
one of its greatest lawyers, leaders, and
statesmen last week. Chesterfield Smith was
not only my neighbor and friend; he was a role
model and an icon of probity, integrity, and de-
cency.

Chesterfield Smith set the bar for anyone
who aspires to a legal or public service career.
His model of leadership, vision, and strength
of character had an enormous impact upon
my family. He sought the truth, regardless of
the political consequences. His dedication to
our nation’s justice system rightly earned him
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